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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) E3 Claim(s) 1-24 is/are pending in the application. 
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The active claims are 1-24. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-8, 10-11, 13-17, 19-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
clearly anticipated by Kraslavsky (USP 5,613,160). 

See Figure 1 and 5A, the corresponding description in the specification and the 
description of PSERVER in lines 42-46 of column 5. Kraslavsky teaches: 

A method of transmitting a message (transmitting log of failure via a network, 
column 16, line 1 1-14), the method comprising: 

determining if a device encounters an event while processing a job (inherent in 
logging a printer failure); 

determining if the job meets a pre-determined criterion (number of pages per job, 
etc. lines 31-36 of column 17); 

transmitting a message to a remote destination (lines 1 1-14 of column 16) when 
each of a set of predetermined conditions exist (lines 31-36 of column 17), the pre- 
determined condition include: 

a determination that the device encountered the event while processing the job; 

and 

a determination that the job met the pre-determined criterion (repetitive). 
Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kraslavsky (USP 5,613,160) in view of Fillon (USP 5,778,183). 
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Claims 12 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kraslavsky (USP 5,613,160) and Fillon (USP 5,778,183) further in view of Smyk 
(USP 5,751,961). 

Details of the rejections have already been set forth in the previous Office 
actions. The details are incorporated herein by reference thereto. 

In the communication filed on 3/27/2006, Applicants contended that the applied 
references do not teach the recitation in the claims. The Examiner disagrees. As 
demonstrated in the rejections above, the applied references teach all claimed 
limitations. The claims broadly and repetitively recite transmitting a message to a 
remote destination when a print job met the pre-determined criterion Gob failure or 
number of pages per job, etc). As explained in the rejection above, Kraslavsky teaches 
a system (Figure 1) and a method (Figure 5) for processing a print job. Preconditions 
happening during a print job are detected or determined, logged and transmitted 
(column 16, lines 11-14) over a network to a remote area. No inventive concept or 
improvement is seen from the claims with respect to the applied references. Applicants 
fail to explain why the claimed invention is patentable distinct over the applied 
references. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DAVID Y. ENG whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3984. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 8AM to 3PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, SALEH NAJJAR, can be reached on 571-272-4006. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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